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them be eroded. As such, I believe that
any faith-based proposals must include
a repeal of the Title VII exemption.

As we review faith-based proposals, it
is important to note that under cur-
rent law religious entities can seek
government funding by establishing a
501(c)(3) affiliate organization. Such re-
ligiously-affiliated organizations have
successfully partnered with govern-
ment and received government funding
for years.

I urge my colleagues to carefully ex-
amine these issues. As we continue to
support faith-based entities and their
good works, we must remember our
duty to also protect the very founda-
tion of this Nation, our Constitution
and our civil rights laws. Let us stand
against discrimination and stand up for
religious tolerance and freedom.

f

PAYING HOMAGE TO A SPECIAL
GROUP OF VETERANS, SUR-
VIVORS OF BATAAN AND COR-
REGIDOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized
for 60 minutes as a designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise to pay homage to a very
special group of American veterans. As
all veterans, these World War II sur-
vivors have sacrificed and have suf-
fered for their country. But this special
group is different.

This group that I would like to call
attention to tonight are men who con-
tinue to fight for justice even though
these many years have passed since the
close of World War II. These are men
who fought and paid an enormous price
for our freedom and for the peace and
safety of the world, yet today, I repeat,
continuing to struggle for justice to
their own cause.

Instead of fighting the emperors of
Japan which they fought during the
second World War, these brave veterans
are now forced to fight lawyers, the
lawyers of Japanese and international
business giants, companies like
Mitsubishi, Matsui and Nippon Steel.
Instead of battling in the jungles, in-
stead of battling on the islands in the
South Pacific, these veterans are bat-
tling in the courtroom.

Mr. Speaker, the greatest irony
about what is happening today about
the veterans of whom I speak, while
they battled for our freedom in the
Second World War, and today, as they
say, they are battling lawyers of some
of the biggest Japanese companies, the
greatest irony is that these American
heroes have the United States Govern-
ment not on their side, but on the side
of their adversary. They find them-
selves arguing against representatives
of their own government.

Let me make this clear. Some heroic
veterans from World War II were trying
to find justice for their cause, men who
put everything on the line and, as we

will find out, were held hostage and
prisoner of war by the Japanese, these
men now in seeking justice for their
cause are having to argue against their
own government. Their own govern-
ment is now engaged in a legal process
to thwart their efforts.

This is the story of the American
survivors of the Bataan Death March
in Corregidor. These are some of the
most heroic of America’s defenders
during the Second World War. When
they were captured, they were forced
to serve as slave labor for private war
profiteering companies, Japanese com-
panies during the Second World War.
These men, these prisoners of war,
these American heroes were deprived of
food, medicine and clean water. These
large Japanese companies, whose own
work force was away fighting the war
in the Japanese uniform, these cor-
porations used our POWs as work ani-
mals. These Japanese companies,
knowing that they were violating the
international law, used our American
soldiers, sailors, airmen and marines
whom they had captured in the Phil-
ippines and other places around the Pa-
cific, but mainly the Philippines, they
used these people and often worked
them to death. The standards they had
to endure violated the most basic mo-
rality, decency and justice. It also vio-
lated international law.

Instead of righting wrongs and ad-
mitting that violations had been made
and violations of law existed, like Ger-
man companies have done since the end
of World War II, and the German com-
panies have tried to close that chapter
by giving compensation and recog-
nizing the violation of rights that took
place by their companies to the people
whom they wronged, the Japanese cor-
porations have ignored the claims of
these American heroes.

And why should they not? These
large Japanese corporations ignore the
pleas of American survivors for justice.
Why not? After all, the United States
State Department has sided with the
Japanese and is working against our
former POWs that were held by the
Japanese during the Second World War.
This is a travesty.

Mr. Speaker, if the American people
knew what was going on, I am sure
there would be a wave of protest and
indignation that would sweep this
country, a wave that would sweep right
into the State Department and perhaps
sweep out these individuals who are
siding in a battle against America’s
most heroic defenders.

Dr. Lester Tenney, a survivor of the
death march, a survivor of slave camps,
says, ‘‘I feel as if I am once again being
sacrificed by our government, aban-
doned not for the war effort, as in the
past, but for the benefit of big Japa-
nese corporations.’’

Dr. Tenney is right. In the hours fol-
lowing the attack on Pearl Harbor, the
Japanese attacked U.S. installations in
the Philippines. A U.S. contingent
there made up of our military forces
retreated to the Bataan Peninsula and

made their historic standing. They
held off the Japanese military jug-
gernaut while the United States had
been crippled in Pearl Harbor, and gave
us time to rally America, and gave us
time to, and gave us time to organize
an offensive to take back the territory
that the Japanese had taken.

Our defenders in Corregidor and on
the Bataan Peninsula bought time for
the whole United States, and they
bought time at the greatest risk to
their lives. Our government at that
time was forced to make a heart-tear-
ing decision, and that decision was
that they were going to have to sac-
rifice our brave heroes in the Phil-
ippines. MacArthur was pulled out, and
our troops were left behind. And they
were sacrificed because the planners in
Washington, D.C., knew full well that
much of our strength in the Pacific had
been destroyed at Pearl Harbor, and if
we tried to save these brave heroes on
the Bataan Peninsula, we would have
risked so many other military per-
sonnel. If we lost that battle, the en-
tire war would have been lost. The risk
was so great that it was impossible for
us to go to save them.

Yet these men and women, these
brave defenders stood their ground and
fought a heroic battle. As the song of
the day went, their song, the battling
bastards of Bataan, no mama, no papa,
no Uncle Sam.

After the fall of Bataan, after these
men were overwhelmed and American-
Filipino troops were captured, they
were forced to walk more than 60 miles
to their places of captivity, to the pris-
on camps and concentration camps in
which they were held. That 60-mile
march is known in history as the Ba-
taan Death March. They were denied
water, beaten; and during the march,
hundreds of them, many of them fell,
and many of them were bayonetted to
death. Some of them were cut to
pieces, at least a few beheaded by Japa-
nese officers who were practicing with
their samurai sword.

Let us remember at that time the
Japanese culture reflected the view
that any warrior who survived a battle
and was on the losing side of the bat-
tle, any warrior who survived and sur-
rendered was unfit to be considered a
human being.

b 1815

The Japanese treated our prisoners
as less than human beings. They treat-
ed them as animals and they murdered
them. Over 650 to 700 Americans died
on that 60-mile march, the famous Ba-
taan Death March. These were truly
heroes, and their sacrifice inspired our
Nation. The outrage that swept across
our Nation gave us strength to fight
against the Japanese militarist thrust
in the Pacific and to stand up to the
Nazis in Europe, because we saw the
heroism of these men. And then, after
enduring this hell and taken out of
sight of the American people, our pris-
oners of war that were being held by
Japan there in the Philippines, many
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thousands of them were taken from the
Philippines in what are called hell
ships. These hell ships took our pris-
oners to Japan and to Japanese-occu-
pied territories like Manchuria, they
were packed into the cargo hold of
these ships, and our POWs struggled
just to grasp a little air in tempera-
tures that reached 125 degrees. It is es-
timated that over 4,000 Americans died
aboard these ships that were trans-
porting them to, as I say, other Japa-
nese-held territories, especially the is-
lands of Japan itself and in Manchuria.

Our POWs struggled to survive in the
harshest conditions imaginable. These
heroes were forced to toil beyond
human endurance, in mines, in fac-
tories, in shipyards, in steel mills. Yes,
they took the place of the Japanese
men who were away serving in the Jap-
anese military. This was in itself a vio-
lation of international law. But the
jobs that these prisoners were given,
these American heroes were given by
the Japanese and the treatment they
received was well beyond just a viola-
tion of international law; it was a
crime against humanity.

They worked the most dangerous
jobs, the most terrible conditions, and
were treated like animals. They were
treated worse than animals. The Japa-
nese would not have treated their ani-
mals as they treated our prisoners.
Company employees would beat them
and harangue them. They were starved
and denied adequate medical care.
They suffered from dysentary, scurvy,
pellagra, malaria, diptheria, pneu-
monia and other diseases. One of our
prisoners of war had his leg amputated
because it was crushed in a rock slide,
and it was amputated by another
American POW, the only doctor who
happened to have survived this long,
and that doctor amputated that leg
without anesthetic. The rations that
they were given were unfit for human
consumption. Our POWs were reduced
to skin and bone, looking very much
like the prisoners in Auschwitz and in
the concentration camps in Europe.

Today, while many of those sur-
vivors, of course, died during the war
and after the war just from the com-
plications, and today those who man-
aged to survive over these many years
have many health problems that relate
directly to their slave labor and the
conditions that they were kept in dur-
ing the Second World War. When you
hear the survivors tell their stories, it
raises the hair right in the back of
your neck and sends chills down your
body.

Frank Bigelow, 78 years old, from
Brooksville, Florida, was taken pris-
oner at Corregidor. Mr. Bigelow was
shipped to Japan where he performed
labor in coal mines owned and operated
by Mitsubishi. Now, this is a name that
we have heard. Mitsubishi. ‘‘We were
told to work or die,’’ Mr. Bigelow re-
calls. Injured in a mining accident and,
as I mentioned a moment ago, it was
Mr. Bigelow who had his leg amputated
without anesthetic by a fellow POW.

At the war’s end, though Mr. Bigelow
was 6′4″, he weighed just 95 pounds
when he was liberated.

Lester Tenney, 80 years old, of La
Jolla, California, became a prisoner at
the fall of Bataan in April of 1942. He
survived the Bataan Death March and
was transported to Japan aboard a hell
ship. In Japan, he was sold by the Japa-
nese Government to Mitsui and forced
to labor for 12 hours a day, 28 days a
month in the Mitsui coal mine.

‘‘The reward I received for this hard
labor was being beaten by civilian
workers in the mine and constantly hu-
miliated,’’ said Dr. Tenney. These are
just a couple of stories. The horrors
that they suffered at the hands of these
Japanese corporations, who were mak-
ing a profit off the work they were
doing for the war, the horrors that
these men suffered could fill books; and
let us in those books and in this recall-
ing what happened not forget who it
was who was doing this. These were
Japanese corporations. Many of these
same Japanese corporations still exist
today.

The case of our POWs is clear. These
facts cannot be denied. Their claims
cannot be dismissed or just simply ex-
plained away. And that is why it
makes it even more difficult for us to
understand why our State Department
refuses to assist these American he-
roes, these veterans of the Bataan
Death March, these men who stood at a
time when it took such great courage
and endured the unspeakable for us,
and now our State Department will not
stand with them. In fact, it is standing
against them.

It makes it hard to fathom when you
think about this why the State Depart-
ment is doing this when you consider
that in Germany, in Nazi Germany,
where so many people were wronged
and we know about what happened in
the concentration camps there and how
horrible that was, the Germans have
tried to compensate those people, espe-
cially German corporations, have tried
to compensate those people who they
wronged during the war. They have
tried to close the book. That is what
should happen.

But instead, on the other side of the
world, our American heroes have been
denied justice by these Japanese cor-
porations. And while our government
has encouraged the repayment by Ger-
man corporations and especially in the
case of, for example, Swiss bankers
who were ripping off the Holocaust sur-
vivors from the deposits that their
families had made and the huge Ger-
man insurance companies, while we
have encouraged that and tried to side
with those victims, our own State De-
partment and our government are sid-
ing against our defenders who were
captured by the Japanese and mis-
treated in a very similar way.

The lawyers for the State Depart-
ment have allied themselves with the
war profiteers, these Japanese corpora-
tions who made enormous profits in
supplying Tokyo’s war efforts, and

they have allied themselves against the
American victims. Let me just say that
their excuse for what they are doing is
that they are claiming that the peace
treaty that we signed with Japan bars
our veterans from these claims. Let me
note that that is nonsense. It is total
nonsense. If any claims are barred, it is
claims against the Japanese Govern-
ment by American civilians. There is
nothing in that treaty that bars our
heroic POWs from suing the Japanese
corporations that treated them like
animals, that violated their human
rights and committed war crimes in
doing so.

The argument by our State Depart-
ment is an argument in which our own
government is bending over backwards
to try to find an excuse for this great
violation of rights of our greatest he-
roes; they are bending over backwards
to try to find an excuse when, in fact,
these people deserve us to be doing ev-
erything we possibly can to try to find
the arguments on their side.

These people are not going to be with
us for very long. These people might
not be with us for another 10 years.
They are dying off every day. They are
older men. And our government is try-
ing to do its best to try to find argu-
ments, to try to undercut their claims
against the people who violated their
rights, the Japanese corporations that
treated them like slave labor during
the war. We should be paying honor to
these men, and we should be doing ev-
erything we can to help them rather
than put roadblocks in their way. The
State Department should be ashamed
of itself.

First, as the State Department has
elsewhere conceded, the waiver of
claims by U.S. private citizens against
private companies of another country
is not merely unprecedented in history,
in the history of the United States, it
is not recognized in international law
and raises very serious constitutional
and fifth amendment questions.

What we are talking about here is
that there is no State Department
waiver of the rights of private citizens
to sue people who have violated their
rights and they have a just claim.
There is no right of our government to
waive that, the rights of our citizens.
Now, they maybe can waive the rights
against a government, but they cer-
tainly cannot waive a claim against a
corporation that still exists.

By the way, let us remember this: a
corporation is a legal entity. If that
corporation made mistakes in the past
and it is the same corporate entity, it
has responsibilities for what the ac-
tions of that corporation took in years
past. I do not care if it was during the
war or during peacetime. A Japanese
corporation bears the same responsi-
bility as an individual bears a responsi-
bility. That is why you have corpora-
tions. They take upon themselves that
legal responsibility.

A close look at the history of the 1951
treaty that we have that ended the war
with Japan reveals that the nego-
tiators considered treaty language
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which would have permitted POW law-
suits against Japanese companies,
those same Japanese companies that
had used them as slave labor. But that
reference was deleted in the final draft
after a demand by other Allied powers
was made to that agreement, to that
wording to the U.S. delegation.

Now, what does that mean? What is
going on here is that we considered ac-
tually putting something in the treaty
that specifically permitted them. Well,
the argument was that we can’t con-
stitutionally prevent them from doing
it, anyway, so why are we putting this
in the treaty that could probably be a
cause of concern for the Japanese?

And why were we so concerned about
the Japanese in 1951? What was that all
about? Well, 1951 was another era. And
I am afraid that in 1942 when America
had to abandon these heroes on the Ba-
taan Peninsula and leave them to their
fate and let them be captured and mur-
dered and tortured and worked like
slave labor by the Japanese, when we
abandoned them to that fate, we aban-
doned them a second time. That was
because again America’s security was
in jeopardy. America’s security was in
jeopardy because during the Cold War
we needed Japan on our side. And per-
haps that was the motive at that time
of our government and of the State De-
partment and of people who were con-
cerned about our country, and perhaps
these survivors of the Bataan Death
March can understand that.

Because at that time had the world
witnessed a Japan going towards com-
munism, it would have shifted the bal-
ance of freedom and democracy in the
world and the whole Cold War might
have ended a different way. It might
have caused the loss of millions of
American lives if just that balance of
power in Japan would have been shift-
ed. So maybe we needed to bend over
backwards to prevent the Japanese at
that time, and I just say maybe.

b 1830
There is no excuse like that today.

The Cold War is over. We should not be
bending over backwards today. If we do
not move forward today to permit
these American heroes to at least re-
dress their grievances and to receive
some compensation and to find justice,
if we do not act now, we are aban-
doning them for the third time.

They were abandoned in Bataan.
They were abandoned after the war.
Are we going to abandon them again?
Are we going to watch them slip away
quietly without knowing how much the
American people appreciated what they
did for us? How will they know how
much we appreciated it if we are turn-
ing our backs on this claim, this legiti-
mate claim they have against Japanese
corporations who worked them as slave
laborers while all around the world
other peoples have been able to sue
those corporations that violated their
human rights during the Second World
War and how other people, in fact, have
been able to sue Japan and those cor-
porations for what they did to them.

No, the only people left out will be
the survivors of the Bataan Death
March. This is an insult. It is absurd. It
is insane. It does not speak well of our
State Department. It does not speak
well of us if we let it happen, and we
should not and we will not let that hap-
pen.

The treaty in 1951 also includes a
clause which automatically and uncon-
ditionally extends to the allied powers
any more favorable terms than that
granted by Japan in any other war
claims settlement. Japan has entered
into war claims settlements with the
Soviet Union, with Burma, Spain,
Switzerland, Sweden, the Netherlands
and others. These same rights that we
are talking about, that we are asking
for our own people, have already been
granted to the people of other coun-
tries. Yet, the State Department in our
country continues to work against our
heroic Bataan Death March survivors’
right to seek justice in the courts
against the Japanese corporations that
worked them during the war, even
though other countries and other peo-
ples have received justice and the book
has been closed on their cases.

On the public record to date, the
State Department simply ignores these
people’s claims, these brave heroes’
claims, or tries to obfuscate the facts.
Several weeks ago, Fox News on the
Fox News Sunday program, a news pro-
gram on the weekend, it was probably
more like 2 months ago now, Colin
Powell, our Secretary of State, prom-
ised to review the State Department’s
erroneous and unyielding stand against
the Bataan Death March survivors. He
provided a little bit of hope that the
survivors may well be able to obtain
justice at long last.

I have yet to hear, and that might
have been 6 weeks to 2 months ago, I
have yet to hear from the Secretary of
State. I would hope that the bureau-
crats over at the State Department get
this message tonight. We expect the
Secretary to pay attention to this
issue, and we expect that our country
and our government to be more con-
cerned with these claims than they
have been in the past and that we ex-
pect them to be on the side of our peo-
ple rather than the side of these Japa-
nese corporations.

We have a Japanese prime minister
who has visited this country. We have
had exchanges with the Japanese gov-
ernment going on. We have a new am-
bassador that is being appointed to
Japan, Howard Baker. This issue
should not go away. This issue should
be something that our representatives
bring up with representatives of the
Japanese government, and that we
should change the rules of engagement,
so to speak, so that our heroes can at
last receive justice.

Of the more than 36,000 American sol-
diers who were captured by the Japa-
nese, only 21,000 made it home. The
death rates for American POWs, this is
an important statistic, the death rate
for American POWs was 30 times great-

er in Japanese prison camps than in
German prison camps.

I met recently with a member of the
Japanese Embassy staff, and he said
that it was unfair of me to compare the
Japanese in World War II to the Ger-
mans and to the Nazis and that is just
not the case. I told him, I said with all
due respect, sir, the Japanese mili-
tarists of World War II, of which this
gentleman’s generation he was not part
of that generation, committed the
same type of atrocities and war crimes
as did the Germans, and it is very com-
parable what the Japanese did to the
Chinese people, for example, but also
to every prisoner that they captured.

Again, I reminded this young man
from the Japanese Embassy that his
generation does not bear responsibility
for this. He was not even alive. But
those Japanese corporations that ex-
isted at that time and were involved in
that behavior do bear legal responsi-
bility, and that the Japanese people
today, our efforts to receive justice for
these American POWs, we in no way
mean it as a slap in the face against
the Japanese people of today. The Jap-
anese people of today have a strong de-
mocracy and they have around the
world proven themselves to be a force
for good, but during the Second World
War these were not the same Japanese
people. They had different values. They
had different values and they were a
different people. They were told at that
time they had been trained from youth
to be militaristic and to brutalize any-
one who was weaker than them, espe-
cially soldiers who surrendered.

Even though the Japanese companies
profited from the slave labor, these
companies have never even offered an
apology, much less repayment to our
POWs. Today, as I say, there are fewer
than 5,400 surviving POWs. These sur-
vivors are pursuing justice not just for
themselves but for their widows and for
their families of these POWs who died
prematurely because of the conditions
that they lived under during the war.
The POWs finally have a chance for
justice and we should not, we cannot,
abandon them again.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
HONDA) and myself have introduced a
bill. It is the Justice for POWs Act of
2001. It is H.R. 1198, and there are over
100 of my colleagues now who have co-
sponsored this bill which will grant our
POWs from the Bataan Death March
the right to sue those Japanese cor-
porations that tortured them and
worked them as animals during the
war. Our legislation gives them that
right to seek legal redress against
those companies.

Mr. Speaker, I would at this time be
happy to yield to my friend, the gen-
tleman from La Jolla, California (Mr.
ISSA), from southern Orange County
and northern San Diego County.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise and
came here with the profound desire to
speak just a few moments in support of
the very courageous legislation of the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER). I, like the gentleman, was
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not alive and did not participate in
World War II but what I do understand,
having dealt with people from around
the world and especially in Asia, that
this is exactly the kind of a bill that
Japan, for their own sake, needs to
make sure is paid.

The people of Japan are very inter-
ested in face. They are also a people
who never fail to pay a just debt. This
is a just debt. When people work in any
capacity, they need to be paid. No Jap-
anese employer, not Mitsubishi, not
any of the heavy industry companies
that we are talking about here today,
not one of them would fail to pay a
worker for a day’s work. This is the
only time in which these companies
have gotten labor for which they have
not yet paid.

I absolutely support the legislation
of the gentleman. I commend him for
something that has been long overdue
for bringing it to the forefront. I am
pleased to be one of the cosponsors; and
I look forward to pushing this through
the Congress to, in fact, remind the
Japanese people that this is the only
way they will put the war behind them
is to pay the debts that they know they
owe, have the corporations pay what
they need to pay, with interest, and
move on. That is what we do in a civ-
ilized society.

Japan is now one of the great nations
of the civilized world, and we need
them to free themselves of the burden
of this past debt. I want to thank the
gentleman for yielding, and I want to
thank the gentleman once again for au-
thoring this bill with the gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA). And I
look forward to seeing it on the floor
and enacted.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ISSA), I might add, is one of the great
entrepreneurs as well as patriots here
in the Congress. I would like to ask
him a question. I have no corporate
background myself, but I made several
times the point that corporations do
have responsibility for their actions.
Even though it happened a while ago, a
corporation would still have legal re-
sponsibility for the actions in the past?

Mr. ISSA. Here in America, we have
unlimited and permanent liability.
There are cases on the American books
where a lathe maker who made prod-
ucts in the 1930s had to pay for dam-
ages caused to a worker in the 1980s.
That is not always considered fair, but
corporations understand that one of
the advantages they get for that pride
of having a plaque that says 50 years or
even 100 years in business is in fact
that they have to have paid off all of
their debts, including the ones that
have not yet arisen.

That kind of obligation is understood
here in America and very much under-
stood in Japan. As a matter of fact, it
is probably more understood in Japan.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
let me also note, and it is important
for us to make this point because not
only are we talking today to the Japa-

nese people and to the American peo-
ple, we are talking about our relations
between our countries and I do not
want anyone to think that the Amer-
ican people or even this American
thinks less of the Japanese people and
that this is in some way anti-Japanese.
The co-author of this bill, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA), is
one of two Japanese Americans who is
a Member of Congress. The gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA), during
the Second World War, his family was
interned during the Second World War
here in the United States. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA) is
certainly not anti-Japanese whatso-
ever, and I do not consider myself anti-
Japanese at all.

I, in fact, lived in Japan when I was
a younger person, and I visited Japan
on numerous occasions. My family has
many Japanese friends. This in no way
is an attack on the Japanese people of
today. What we are suggesting in H.R.
1198 is that there is a debt to be paid.
Japanese corporations, as the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) has
just stated, have a legal debt to pay
and our State Department and our gov-
ernment should not be thwarting these
heroic Americans in trying to go to
court and receive justice that they de-
serve for being treated like they were
by Japanese corporations during the
Second World War.

However, the Japanese people them-
selves did not commit these crimes
today. The Japanese people of today
did not commit these crimes, and I do
not believe that they personally should
be held responsible at all. In fact, as I
say, over the last 20 years, Japan has
worked with the United States to pro-
mote democracy. Japan has had a
democratic system. We have a rel-
atively free press, and we have had a
situation of freedom of religion, et
cetera. And Japan has played a very
positive role in this world; but during
the Second World War and in the begin-
ning decades of this century, that was
not the case.

Now, many people probably wonder
why I got involved in this in the first
place. If I do not have a grudge to bear
against the Japanese people, which I do
not, and I acknowledge they are won-
derful people and it is a wonderful
country, I acknowledge that today and
I have many Japanese friends, why am
I doing this?

b 1845

Why am I the author of H.R. 1198?
Well, I can tell you, it is a very easy
answer, but it requires a little story. I
was married about 31⁄2 years ago to the
love of my life, Rhonda Carmony, who
is now Rhonda Rohrabacher. Rhonda’s
father, my wife’s father, passed away
about 5 years ago of cancer, and at our
wedding someone else had to give her
away because her father had passed
away.

You might say the grand old man of
Rhonda’s family is a man named Uncle
Lou. Now, Uncle Lou is a survivor of

the Bataan Death March, who was
taken by the Japanese to Manchuria
and worked and lived in a slave labor
camp, in a concentration camp in Man-
churia, until the closing days of the
war when he was liberated, and Uncle
Lou told me the stories, and I met with
Uncle Lou’s friends who told me the
stories of their ordeal.

These men, who are probably some of
the most heroic people I have ever met,
told me of the conditions they were
kept in, and then they told me that
they were unable to sue these Japanese
corporations who had used them as
slave labor, and they were unable to
find justice through the legal system
because our own State Department was
thwarting them.

My goal is not to humiliate the Japa-
nese or to make the Japanese feel bad,
even though in the past they did bad
things. The Japanese people did bad
things in the distant past, and that was
another generation. My goal is to do
justice for Uncle Lou and those 5,400
American heroes who survived the Ba-
taan Death March. That is what our
goal is.

Before they pass away, let us give
them justice. We need to pass H.R. 1198.
We need to pass H.R. 1198. It needs to
come to the floor for a vote, and we
need to do justice by these men and
give them a thank you, a thank you for
what they did for our country.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that
would help Japanese-American rela-
tions more than to close this chapter
in an honest and honorable way. Noth-
ing would be better for Japanese-Amer-
ican relations than for us to pass H.R.
1198 and to have these Japanese cor-
porations then seek to find a settle-
ment with our American POWs and
just close the chapter. Let us finish
this. Let us end it in an honorable way
before these men die.

I would ask my colleagues to join me
in requesting our leadership to bring
H.R. 1198 to the floor. I would hope that
people would talk to their Members of
Congress and get them to support my
bill, Congressman DANA ROHR-
ABACHER’s bill, H.R. 1198.

Now, when we talk about Japan and
we talk about how we reacted and how
we react today and are we going to do
what is right, those same decisions, we
are right now trying to close this chap-
ter, but let us learn from this chapter
in history. We need to learn from this
chapter in history because some other
things are going on in this town that
go right back to the lessons that we
should have learned by the sacrifices of
these men in the Bataan Death March
and our soldiers who gave their lives,
the men and women who gave their
lives and put their lives on the line
during World War II.

You see, Uncle Lou was captured in
the Bataan Death March, but my own
father, who passed away 3 years ago,
my father was part of the Marine mili-
tary. He was a pilot during the Second
World War who took part in the libera-
tion of the Philippines. So my father
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helped push the Japanese out of the
Philippines, and Uncle Lou was cap-
tured there when they took over the
Philippines in the first place.

That generation is passing away. My
father fought during World War II, and
during the Cold War, he was in the Ma-
rine Corps, and there are a lot of les-
sons to learn from that generation. We
owe so much to that generation.

Next week, or sometime soon, I am
not sure if it will be on the calendar
next week, we may be voting on a
waiver that will grant normal trade re-
lations to Communist China. We need
to learn from the lessons of history. We
need to remember the sacrifices of our
brave defenders, like Uncle Lou, and,
yes, my father as well.

It seems the more things change, the
more they stay the same. During the
1920s and 1930s, a militaristic Japan
was the primary threat to peace and
freedom in Asia, and, yes, as part of its
alliance with the Nazis in Europe, that
Axis power, that Axis alliance, was the
greatest threat to freedom and peace in
the world. They were about to usher in
a new dark age and destroy or put free-
dom wherever it was under threat.

During the 1920s and 1930s, and, by
the way, Japan could have gone either
way at the turn of the century, and we
did not support the democratic move-
ment in Japan. They were murdered,
and the internal politics in Japan, the
militarists kept control of Japan and
murdered the democratic opposition
there, and by the second decade of that
last century, in the 1920s, Japan
emerged as a militaristic expansionist
power in the Pacific, and they emerged
as a potential enemy of the United
States because of that.

The Japanese, as I say, were the pri-
mary threat in Asia. They were a fa-
natical tyranny in the 1920s and 1930s.
They were racist. They thought they
were racially superior and had a right
to dominate all of Asia. As I say, they
were militaristic, they were beefing up
their military, and they were expan-
sionists. They were taking control of
islands and fortifying them all over the
Pacific as they built up their own mili-
tary into an offensive power.

Last, which is an interesting com-
parison, they were also involved with
trade with the United States. They
were a wealthy power. They had a very
strong economy and a high standard of
living, and they depended a great deal
on trade with the United States. In
fact, the Japanese were engaged in a
lot of business with American corpora-
tions, and we provided them, at a great
profit to these American corporations,
I might add, we provided them with
steel and oil and scrap metal, and, yes,
even some of our aerospace companies
were involved with working with the
Japanese. All of this, if it rings true a
little bit when you think about the
comparisons about what has been hap-
pening with the Communist Chinese, it
is rather frightening.

Yes, there have been reports of, and
we know now that some of America’s

aerospace corporations are actually co-
operating with them, and one of our
companies is actually trying to develop
a manufacturing unit that would help
them manufacture their equivalent of
the B–17, a long-range bomber.

This is incredible now. What Amer-
ican corporation would do this at a
time when the Japanese were the big-
gest human rights abuser in the world
by what they had been doing in China
and to the people that they had sub-
jugated, and that they were mili-
taristic and a threat, and they were
dictatorial, with no sight of liberaliza-
tion? Why would we let American cor-
porations guide American policy while
that was going on?

That is with precisely what was
going on then, and that is precisely
what happened, and that is what is pre-
cisely happening today. The Com-
munist Chinese are the greatest threat
to peace and freedom in Asia today,
and, in fact, I would say in the world
today, because they are allied with the
worst and most evil forces in the world,
just as the Japanese militarists were
during the 1920s and 1930s.

The Chinese Communists are a fanat-
ical tyranny. Those ruthless individ-
uals who control Communist China will
let nothing get in their way or nothing
threaten their power. They are a fanat-
ical tyranny, just like the Japanese
militarists of World War II and before
that. If you watch the Chinese military
marching along, one can only be re-
minded of the Japanese troops that
marched in that very same arrogant
fashion.

Yes, the Chinese who control Beijing
today are racist. They believe that
they have a superior race and that they
have a right to dominate all of Asia.
And, yes, of course, they are mili-
taristic.

The worst part of their military ex-
pansion, however, is that the United
States of America, in permitting the
economic rules of engagement in which
we interact with Communist China, is
permitting the Communist Chinese to
have an $80 billion annual trade surplus
with the United States. With this $80
billion of hard currency, what is being
done by the Communist Chinese? What
is being done is they are building up
their military. They are acquiring
weapons systems that will enable them
to incinerate Americans by the mil-
lions in terms of their nuclear weapons
capacity and their missile capacity.
But they are also obtaining weapons
that will permit them to sink Amer-
ican aircraft carriers and shoot down
American airplanes and to kill Amer-
ican military personnel.

They are not only militaristic, how-
ever, they are also expansionists, just
as the Japanese were expansionists.
Take a look at what the Japanese
claimed. They had a map of the copros-
perity sphere. We have Chinese maps
which show they, too, believe there is a
coprosperity sphere, and guess who is
in the center of it? And it is a far
greater area of control that the Chi-
nese have in mind than the Japanese.

The Chinese have in mind that they
control the entire South China Sea,
that they control all the way up to the
shoreline of the Philippines and of In-
donesia and of Vietnam and Southeast
Asia. They have a right to control all
of Tibet and the greater expanses of
Asia and Southeast Asia, and they have
a right to the great Siberian areas of
Russia.

This is an expansionist power. These
are people who are mad with power,
just as the Japanese militarists were in
the 1920s and 1930s. And just as the Jap-
anese militarists were fortifying is-
lands with their military weapons and
their capabilities during the 1920s and
1930s, China is in the process of doing
that now.

In the Spratly Islands, which are an
island chain that are claimed by five
different countries and are 600 miles
away from China, but about 100 miles
away from the Philippines, and also
mainly claimed by the Philippines,
Chinese Communists are in the middle
of an island grab, and what they are
doing is sending their warships there,
and they have already built fortifica-
tions.

Let me add that I, this Congressman,
DANA ROHRABACHER, tried to visit the
Spratly Islands. For years I tried to
visit the Spratly Islands and was pre-
vented from doing so by roadblocks
that were put up by who? Who do you
think put up those roadblocks so as a
Member of Congress, as a Member of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions, that I would not be able to see
what the Communist Chinese were
doing in the Spratly Islands? Who put
up those roadblocks? My gosh, the
same company that is preventing our
POWs from suing the Japanese. It is
called the United States State Depart-
ment.

So when I finally got to the Spratly
Islands on an old C–130, I might add,
from the Philippine military, it was
the only one that could fly, I managed
to fly out in an old C–130. I had Skunk
Baxter with me and a couple of staffers
and some folks from the Government of
the Philippines. The pilot did not even
have a GPS. That is how poor the Phil-
ippines are, they did not have a GPS
system in the only C–130 flying, and
they had a Radio Shack GPS system.

But we made our way to the Spratly
Islands. We came out of a cloud bank,
and there were three huge Chinese
military warships, and what we saw in
the Spratly Islands was the Chinese
fortifying those islands with military
fortifications. This is somebody else’s
country and somebody else’s territory,
and they are fortifying it, and they
have Chinese warships in the lagoon.
Those Chinese sailors were rushing to-
wards their guns, and we did not know
if they were going to try to shoot us
down or what, and they did not, and we
finally escaped that international inci-
dent.

Since that time, guess what has hap-
pened? We have let them get away with
it. We have let them not only lay their
claim, but actually build forts there.
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Now what have they done? They have

done the same thing in the South
China Sea, in the Paracel Islands down
off of Vietnam.

b 1900

They have also, I might add, since
that time begun to send their naval
war vessels right up to the coast of the
Philippines. A few weeks ago, Chinese
war ships were within a short distance
from the coast of the Philippines. This
is an expansionist power. This is a
power that threatens. This is the
world’s worst human rights abuser. As
Japan was the world’s worst human
rights abuser in the 1920s and 1930s, the
Chinese are the same with us today.
They are expansionist, they are racist,
they are militaristic. Yet we have a
trade status with them that permits
them an $80 billion surplus.

Now, why do we do this? Within the
next couple of weeks, why will this
body vote to give that kind of country
Normal Trade Relations with the
United States? I repeat that: Normal
Trade Relations. Should a communist
dictatorship have Normal Trade Rela-
tions? Should a fanatical tyranny that
is racist, the world’s worst human
rights abuser, a country that is ex-
panding its military power, an expan-
sionist in its territory, is this the kind
of country that we want to give Nor-
mal Trade Relations to?

Mr. Speaker, I believe in free trade. I
am a Republican free-trader. But I be-
lieve in free trade between free people.
If we try to do it the other way around,
we are doing nothing but bolstering the
regime in power in these dictatorial
countries around the world.

How long ago was it? Just a few short
weeks ago that 24 military American
personnel that were being held hostage
by this very same Communist Chinese
Government. They, in fact, forced an
American surveillance aircraft that
was in international waters out of the
air in an attempt to murder those 24
American service personnel. Instead,
the plane made its way to Hinan Is-
land, luckily; and then they were held
hostage for 11 days. That was not so
long ago. And now, within a very short
period of time, the elected Members of
this body are going to vote by a major-
ity to give Normal Trade Relations to
that government. That does not make
any sense.

Not only were they holding hostage
our American military personnel, but
we actually have several Americans
who are being held right now as we
speak, or at least legal residents of the
United States, who are being held hos-
tage or being held prisoner by the Chi-
nese, and we are basically talking
about giving Normal Trade Relations
to a country that is holding Ameri-
cans, or at least legal residents of our
country, holding them illegally, com-
mitting torture.

There was a young lady and her
daughter who came to our hearing of
the Committee on International Rela-
tions. Her husband, who is a doctor, a

Ph.D., is being held by the Communist
Chinese, and her daughter and this
lady were begging us: please, please,
demand that they bring back my hus-
band, and he is an academic. He is an
academic.

The Communist Chinese today are
doing what? They are murdering Falon
Gong people. Falon Gong, by the way,
is nothing more than a meditation
cult. I mean, they meditate and they
have yoga; and they are being impris-
oned by the tens of thousands and hun-
dreds of them are being murdered in
jail, hundreds of them. Many of these
women, they are being tortured, not to
mention Christians, of course, who, if
you do not register like the Jews did
with the Nazis, if you do not register,
you get thrown in a gulag. What hap-
pens in China? What happens in China
when you get thrown into the gulag?
Yes, right back to World War II. Guess
what? Their prisoners are worked like
animals.

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that we
should not be granting Normal Trade
Relations to a country like this. And
when those prisoners are executed, and
thousands of them are, China is the
execution capital of the world, what
does this ghoulish regime in China do?
It sends doctors, their doctors out to
harvest the organs from the bodies of
the prisoners that they have just exe-
cuted.

Mr. Speaker, I say it is time that we
learn our lessons from history, not
grant Normal Trade Relations with
China, and to make sure we stand up
for the rights of our own people and the
freedom and dignity of our ex-POWs.

f

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agreed to the
following resolution:

S. RES. 130

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives be notified of the election of the Honor-
able Jeri Thomson as Secretary of the Sen-
ate.

f

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
THE JUDICIARY TO HAVE UNTIL
6 P.M., FRIDAY, JULY 13, 2001, TO
FILE REPORT ON H.R. 7, COMMU-
NITY SOLUTIONS ACT OF 2001

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary have until 6
p.m. on Friday, July 13, 2001, to file a
report on the bill, H.R. 7.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KELLER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PLATTS) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, as a
freshman Member of this Chamber, and
as one who has supported campaign fi-
nance reform and fought for campaign
finance reform for close to 10 years, I
need to express my great disappoint-
ment in the vote that occurred earlier
today in which we defeated the rule on
campaign finance reform legislation
and, thus, have disallowed that legisla-
tion from coming forward.

Before I share exactly how I voted,
though, I think it is important to share
some of my history on this issue and
how I live campaign finance reform and
not just talk about it.

Over the last 91⁄2 years as a candidate
first in the State House and now in
Congress, I have never accepted polit-
ical action committee money. I have
limited the amount of money I have
spent; I have limited the amount of my
personal money I have spent. In fact, in
my campaign for Congress a year ago,
I limited my expenditures in the pri-
mary to less than $150,000; and I was
outspent five to one by one opponent,
three to one by another, two to one by
a third opponent. We did grass-roots
campaigning; and thanks to the people
of my district, we were successful. I
ran in that fashion because I believe
money is wrongly influencing the gov-
erning process, and I think it is time
we do better by the people we are elect-
ed to represent.

Unfortunately, we did not get that
opportunity today; and despite my
strong support for campaign finance re-
form; in fact, in the June 30 reports of
this year, I imagine I will probably
pretty easily be the Member with the
lowest amount, with $7,000, maybe
$8,000 in my campaign treasury, com-
pared to hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars, because I am not interested in
being a fund-raiser, I am interested in
being a public servant. But despite that
history, despite that I seek not just to
preach about campaign finance reform,
but to try to practice campaign finance
reform, citizens may be surprised to
learn that I voted against the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS),
the maker of the underlying bill that
was to come before the House; I voted
against the position of the distin-
guished Senator from Arizona who
wanted a vote against the rule. I think
it is important that we discuss why I
voted that way, even as an adamant
supporter of campaign finance reform.

I would contend that the defeat of
the rule and, thus, the disallowance of
the bill coming up for a vote is a huge
step backwards. What we have done is
send the bill back to committee where
it may never come out of for the rest of
the session; and under the best-case
scenario under the rules of this House,
it will at least be several months be-
fore we get another opportunity to
bring it to the floor.

What was the alternative if we had
supported the rule and brought it for-
ward? Was it perfect? No. In fact, if I
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